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Dear Senator Paul Wellstone:
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I have been interested in aviation for a long timJ9.93t[~·m2~e;~~&4.ve in a
local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled
model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding
is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendent liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is .
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many
land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and
cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model
airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new )-ules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths
to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and
use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as much as 30 to 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to
build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage,
serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operater to
lose control of the airplane. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests.where hundreds of operaters participate. We need the use of our full
complement of radio flying enviroment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modeleis. At our expense in 1991, we had to narrow band our radios or buy
new ones to replace the ones that could not be changed. This cost us a
considerable amount of money for that change. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of
enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industl-Y.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

;;:::A of &-r~
Mr & Mrs Jack L Bena

RR 4 Box 200
Austin, MN 55912
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I have been interested in av iatiqwJFor: ~~ lo'ng time. I am very active ina
local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled
model ab-planes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding
is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
Llsability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendent liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is .
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However. our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
Lise interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result. many
land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and
cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model
airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths
to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and
use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as much as 30 to 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to
build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing property damage,
serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operater to
lose control of the airplane. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operaters participate. We need the use of our full
complement of radio flying enviroment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. At our expense in 1991, we had to narrow band our radios or buy
new ones to replace the ones that could not be changed. This cost us a
considerable amount of money for that change. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of
enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industl-Y.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the
FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

R-Q. ~ eO'( \sy,
~~-\; (\ Mf\J trsq I '2J

SincerelY,
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I am writing to express
the FCC PR Docket 92-235.
member of a flying club.
couple of years ago I got

FEDEIW.COIUICAdCClUSSON
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my concern over upcoming changes proposed by
I fly model airplanes as a hobby and am a

I have wanted to fly since I was a kid and a
my wings, so to speak.

The proposed change NPRM-PR Docket 92-235 would remove over 60% of
the currently allocated frequencies in the 72-76 MHz band. This rule
change would seriously compromise the safety of this hobby because of
increased congestion on the remaining frequencies.

One of the things that we repeatedly stress is safety. This is not
an idle concern. The airplanes I fly have 5 to 7 foot wingspans,
weight about 121bs, and travel at about 80 miles per hour. Other
people in the club fly even larger airplanes than I do. The airplanes
also represent a large investment in time and money. Because of the
size, and weight of the airplanes modelers are very conscious of safe
oper'at ion.

The proposed rule changes would greatly reduce the number of usable
frequencies and diminish the safety of this hobby. I am very
concerned that increased frequency congestion could result in models
crashing. A crash represents considerable time and money for the
modeler but even more importantly, could result is someone being
i njur·ed.

I am asking that you help us to keep our currently allocated
frequencies in the 72-76 MHz band.

Thci.nk You,

Jo n~ --------

/ /
/"

L/"
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Senator Paul Wellstone
u.S. Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Wellstone

My hobby is constructing and operating Radio Controlled Model
Airplanes. I derive many hours of enjoyment with our local club,
Minnesota Valley R.C., in Shakopee, Minnesota.

My concern is the proposed rule changes that are currently under
consideration by the FCC. The proceeding is PR DOCKET 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usable frequencies
for model planes, and greatly increase the risk of accidents.

Our present flying field is about 1/2 mile from Valley Fair and
highway 101. Models have up to 10 foot wing spans, and weighing
up to 30 pounds. Pylon planes reach speeds of 170 miles per hour.
The models are expensive to build; but more important, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control.

Since the proposed new frequencies are so close, interference
will occur. I believe this will be death· of the hobby for
millions of enthusiast across the United States. It will also
gr~atly effect the hobby stores, distributors, and manufactures,
rendering many out of business.

I urge you to vote against any attempt to pass PR Docket 92
235. Please write me at address below to inform me on how you
will vote.

Sincerly,

Dal1a Sa ticAe Y

:2 309 !N':' / tJ~1>-sr
!3Loom,nJl011; M}Stl3 J

(c,1:J-) fJ8g-8;)'~c;
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Senator Paul Wellstone
u.S. Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Wellstone

FCC - M~~:l FiO": '\.4,,·1

My hobby is constructing and operating·· Radio Controlled Model
Airplanes. I derive many hours of enjoyment with our local club,
Minnesota Valley R.C., in Shakopee, Minnesota.

My concern is the proposed rule changes that are currently under
conside~atio~ by th~ FCC. The proceeding is PR DOCKET 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the us~ble frequencies
for model planes, and greatly increase the risk of accidents.

Our present flying field is about 1/2 mile from Valley Fair and
highway 101. Models have up to 10 foot wing spans, and weighing
up to 30 pounds. Pylon planes reach speeds of 170 miles per hour.
The models are expensive to build; but more important, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control.

~incE: the: proposed ';Jew freque:ncit::s are 50 close: in ter.-f('::rence
will occur. I believe this will be death of the hobby for
millions of enthusiast across the United States. It will also
greatly effect the hobby 5 r ores, distributors, and manufactures,
rendering many out of business.

I urge you to vote against any attempt to pass PR Docket 92
235. Please write me at address below to inform me on how you
WITI vote.

'C],cJ6 t..:J 4/!fZm/JNN

99/? ?4/A/IEtz 0~~

/3.J1?/US'v/!fF /?JA/ SE37
,/
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senator Paul Wellstone
U.S. Senate
washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Wellstone

My hobby is constructing and operating Radio Controlled Model
Airplanes. I derive many hours of enjoyment with our local club,
Minnesota Valley R.C., in Shakopee, Minnesota.

My concern is the proposed rule changes that are currently under
consideratior. by the FCC. The proceeding is PR DOCKET 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the u~ablz f=equencics
for model planes, and greatly increase the risk of accidents.

Our present flying field is about 1/2 mile from Valley Fair and
highway 101. Models have up to 10 foot wing spans, and weighing
up to 30 pounds. Pylon planes reach speeds of 170 miles per hour.
The models are expensive to build; but more important, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control.

Since the proposed new frequencies are so close, interference
will occur. I believe this will be death of the hobby for
millions of enthusiast across the United States. It will also
greatly effect the hobby stores, distributors, and manufactures,
rendering many out of business.

I urge you to vote against any attempt to pass PR Docket 92
235. Please write me at address below to inform me on how you
will vote.

Sincerly, "

!J~ 1Jrr?A/R/'-1/A/cPOO O/2~

7JJ~PFl//t.L2 /1/./5S73::>
"
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John W. Green
16011 Kangaroo. St. ~CEIVED
Ramsey, NM 55303 Rt:Ths Honor libl! ~,nlt»'t' ?'.1ul Wollst OM

702 "n3ts Hart vr~l~, B~il~in;

ji.i"hio.;&t"n, ;no 20510'l~: y\\ 3: \3
\c)~3 \: - [.0,•••

~~~r ~in~t~'t' ~'11gto~"

Being a lifetime DFL voter and a supporter of.. yours,
your help in this matter. Please let us RC Modelers keep
Thank You

MAR 161993

fEDElW.cauK:Ad~
i. r.~~THEmETAR.Y
our frequencies.

I am vory concerned about propoeed rules that are currentl/ under consideration bytbe
Federal Communications Oom~i81on ( FOO). The Proceedlni ie PR Docket 9~2'5If adopted,
tbe new rules will ,reatly reduce the usability of fr,~u,ncida currently aseiined tor model
use and increase the riak of .c~ident and attendant liabilt] for controllini model airplane
and boat s.

OUr radio control trequenci~8 are in the 72 and 76 MHz band. This band is primaril!
used for privat8 land mobile dispatch operations. Howevern our radio frequencie8 in the
band ar, tar enouih apart trom the lend mobile fre~uencie8 that we bave been able to share
tbe band without eitber use 1nterferini witb the otber.

Now tbe FOO wants to create more lamd mobil~ frs~uancise by aplittini tbem into
narrower bandw1tbs and re erraog1ni the baed plsn. As a result, mani lacd mobile tre~uenciee

will lIIove .los'sr to the radio control fre~uenc1e8 and csuse 1nterfarecce to rlldio control
')peraUons. I 8::1 told that or the ;iJ fre1.u~m;;h8 that tI.ra t'r3g3~tly ll\l';;iil-:!ols for r ljio
oontrol air?lao.,,, 5nj bO'!t3 1 onl] 1~ fr:'lu3r.ci,e .,ill be ls~ if' thdS9 n~'.... rul-u Us :lj.;,}t~d

Jh3n w' fly and us, our ?l:!~! ~~~ b,~t! unl~r r~dio ~~~t~ol, ~, ~o t~ ~r!it 17n~t~~
to!3;U!'!l t!B 9;'i~3t 9~ t~~ o).~r.3t')!'3 :l;lj !lJst ~~Hrgln:: t~3 .?:'ot-l~tion 0"': )r·):>:l:'~l •.{ ..~. :J'!
o~!' a~~3:J ~!',~~uti~n~ i~701~~ t~~ :~r,~l ~Jorii~~ti~n ~nj ~93 ~~ the r~dio cont!'~l

t"r~1.u:l!l.:;i~s. It' th, nU:::1~3r o~ uS::i"ols f':'3-iU3~.:i33 i3 di:l:"ni":BJ ::13 ~n,).)oHd bJ t:"l ?~J, t::~

r9:::1~:'n:n~ ~r~1.u3nc:'i3 ... :'1::' b::3c')'H ~")t1';o:l']~~j l:'}j tis .lI... r6in o.Jt' 3~~?tJ will grd::ltlJ l".:;rJ~::e .
•'l3:.1s" U:l~!!'3t'ln:i :~').;!t .!l:.1:1.i ::lJ~,l 1:'':".)1:1:'139 h.il3 '.-rin::;a;nns U? to 10 f'3=t :.1n:i ·.-Iei;~ "'e

.:;u~h 's'}:) or 40 ?Ju!'l:h. :.i1!'ll ::l\)·i:31 b-,Hot! tuvsl at apa'3ds r'3:1chin6 60 MPH Bnd ars sO:l1at':'::Iss
US~1 on publio ~dtera. The modsls th~~gelv99 ar, sx?enaivs to builj; but ::10:'3 t~ the ?oi,,:,
th3/ :H1 o3?.i:lbla o~ c~'..1sini pr o?art J3::::i~~1 s'3ri,.)1,;s in;;;:,,..:, or aVi:I:': .j~~th it r:di:) .
io;'~:1':!:3:'1';' .:aus"",s ti':1s ~?a:'.1to:' ':0 1:>303 co.'1~rol 0:' th~ ~:'aft. ;(, o~t,~'1 \.4.93' \)'U,:' .:l.,),;hlJ .:1:
or;'!.'1i,H:i :I.e:1t, ':l;l:i ':O:H33t3 ~:har3 hu!,:.jr9h ~: .>Ja::.Lt'>:'J J:irti.:;io~t'3. «3 n5::ld t!B lL~3 fJ"? ; .... =
f'\J!.1 ':;).JJ1::l·.l":'1~ I)':' :'3ii'J :':":3iU~:l=i~:s 1:'1 .):".i:l:, tJ ~".J1U:' a ~3.t'a tt.ri:'1=~/b<J.lti:'1~ i:~'1i:"~:'1',,1~:'1'.:.

I :io not t;li:l~ :t i, ~fi:n)':' t~~ FCO to seek to iQ;>rova the o?srliLtin,i cocditior':s o~

land ~obile r~:iio use!'s at tha 3~?en3S of r3:iio cO!'ltrol ~o~sl~rs. Tba ?OJ ::lSi not think de
s:', S9 i::l?ortant as bU31!'la33 t;sers o~ r:aH,)s, but flo:) h';\'/3 ~ e':maij~r:ib13 i:'1'1'3:3bl'3nt in ')1..::'

:Dod!19s!1~ in Cr..lf r~.H) '-iU!?H:'1t .. :i'~13 ho!JJl ;>r:.nih3 ::l.1:'1..... h·,):..1:'3 o"t',!'l;o...•..:l~=:t to :''1~u.:l"1::i.3

,~ ?,.)?!., lik~ ::1~'9!!.:' l:in.i ,;o!l::i"t.<t~:~i:') ~!1l 'i.ln..'1;~..1:1~t l."li i:H~:u.):l::lnt o~ :~H ';~J;I~!'::i:>:

:Hi':l~iJ~ a.,.3 ·Q·,'\~b:, inil:!t!' 'i.:> ..

?1'~9 h31? ~~ :..)ntinu3 t~~
~.1:~] ·,u~ it3 .?:,,).)-J~l13 ~.J!' t':H

. ,
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,? ~.
1 F I- --'---'. ....
tl~-k ~
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February 12, 1993

senator Paul Wellstone
U.s. Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Wellstone

........ 1 ...,"' ....r·•... l Ol./J

My hobby is constructing and operating Radio Controlled Model
Airplanes. I derive many hours of enjoyment with our local club,
Minnesota Valley R.C., in Shakopee, Minnesota.

My concern is the proposed rule changes that are currently under
cunsideration by the FCC. The p=occcdir.g i5 PR VOCKET 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce ~h2 usable fre~ue~ciE3

for model planes, and greatly increase the risk of accidents.

Our present flying field is about 1/2 mile from Valley Fair and
highway 101. Models have up to 10 foot wing spans, and weighing
up to 30 pounds. Pylon planes reach speeds of 170 miles per hour.
The models are expensive to build; but more important, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control.

Since the proposed new frequencies are so close, interference
will occur. I believe this will be death of the hobby for
millions of enthusiast across the United States. It will also
g~eatly effect the hobby stores, distributors, and manufactures,
rendering many out of business.

I urge you to vote against any attempt to pass PR Docket 92
235. Please write me at address below to inform me on how you
will vote.

Sincerly,
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February 12, 1993 .......... ,
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senator Paul Wellstone
u.s. Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Wellstone

..... 1 t . •nJ~~
'. U ••• Ji' •. , ,

FCC F~ILPOC'1- IVIJI'II!I ...

My hobby is constructing and operating Radio Controlled Model
Airplanes. I derive many hours of enjoyment with our local club,
Minnesota Valley R.C., in Shakopee, Minnesota.

My concern is the proposed rule changes that are currently under
cOi~:;idcr~-ti::~ ty -the: FCC. The proceeding is PR DOCKET 92-235. If
ado~ted. the r.ew rules will areatlv reduce ~~3 u~~ble frzaue~ci2s

for-model planes, and greatly increase the risk of accidents.

Our present flying field is about 1/2 mile from Valley Fair and
highway 101. Models have up to 10 foot wing spans, and weighing
up to 30 pounds. Pylon planes reach speeds of 170 miles per hour.
The models are expensive to build; but more important, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control.

Since the proposed new frequencies C!.re so close, interferer.ce
will occur. I believe this will be death of the hobby for
millions of enthusiast across the United States. It will also
greatly effect the hobby stores, distributors, and manufactures,
rendering many out of business.

I urge you to vote against any attempt to pass PR Docket 92
235. Please write me a-t address below to inform me on ho'..",. you
will vote.

Sincerly,

Ra1~h KNf\USS
'!tJS9 tJ /37.1:.2 st.
Scttlo..~e ) ffI J1 .

J SS37g
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Dear Senator Wellstone:
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I have been interested in model aviation for as long as I can remember: I am very active
in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model
airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
FCC. The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce
the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the
band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available
for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining
frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weight as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the
point is that they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if
radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of the land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we
are as important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of
the commercial aviation industry.

/YoI\MA

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposals for the 72-76 Mhz band.

~l}~"P( cf
f\~rq ~ rtf ~l)~

1QO\ Q(Ol---N- I

~)Ji'

Sincerely,
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Jim Sandquist
6810 35th St. No.
Oakdale, MN 55128

The Honorable Paul Wellstone
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Wellstone,

February 10, 1993

RECEIVED
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FtDEPJLCOIIJMICATOtS~
tJFa OF THE SECRETARY

I have been an avid modeler for the past seven years. I
have enjoyed many safe and happy hours building and flying model
aircraft with friends and family. As an active Radio Controlled
Model enthusiast I have recently began to fly at a competitive
level.

I have recently become concerned about proposed rules that
are currently under consideration by the FCC. The proceeding
document is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned
for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz
band. This band is primarily used for private land mobile
dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in
this band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies
that we have been able to share the band without either of us
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrow bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause radio interference to
radio control operations.

When we fly our models we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the public and those involved with the hobby. Many of
our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use
of the frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the margin of safety will be
greatly diminished.

Understand that many of our models have wingspans up to 10
feet in length and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
are expensive to build, but more to the point, they are capable
of causing property damage, serious injury or even death.

I don~t think it wise that the FCC seeks to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
the radio control modelers. The FCC may not think that we are as
important, but this hobby creates a lot of jobs in this country
and provides a wonderful hobby that has developed interest in
full scale aviation that has brought many p~ople into the Air
Force and provided me with many wonderful hours of enjoyment.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal for the 72-76 MHz
band.
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I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember.
I am active in a local club whose members enjoy building and flying
radio-controlled model airplanes. I own two radios and three
radio-controlled(R/C) models, and have a workshop full of tools and
equipment necessary to build and operate my models.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission.
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the new rule
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently
assigned for RiC model use and increase the risk of accidents and
liability. This new restructuring would insert two new
frequencies between those presently assigned for modeling use and
commercial users. The result is that we will have a user, higher
in power, transmitting only 2.5 KHz away from more than half of our
frequencies. Not only are these new frequencies close to ours,
they are also designated as "mobile" and therefore we would never
know where they were operating, including right in the pit area
at our field or on the street or highway nearby. The new
specifications for equipment also allow a legal frequency
tolerance which could place their signal directly on ours! This
would cause a flier to lose control of his plane - a very unsafe
situation.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and radio equipment. The hobby provides
many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like
myself, and contributes to the advancement and development of the
commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed PR Docket 92-235 for
the 72-76 MHz band. We need your help urgently because the FCC
has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become
more difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into
effect.

Sincerely,

Ian Christensen
4247 Grimes Ave. S.
Edina, MN 55416
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I am writing in regards to FCC Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (NPRM-PR) Docket (92-235). I urgently appeal for your
help in defeating this rule. If this proposed rule is implement
ed it will have a negative effect on my hobby 0:£ flying radio
controlled model aircraft and to the safety of the general pub
lic. Most modelers have thousands 0:£ dollars invested in radio
equipment which would become dangerous if not useless should
this proposed rule pass.

Again I, and all the members of the Minnesota RIC Soaring Society
urgentl y appeal for help and in:f 1uence in the defeat 0:£ this
proposed rule change.

Sincerely;

1
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Senator Paul Wells tone
u.S. Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator We11stone

My hobby is constructing and operating Radio Controlled Model
Airplanes. I derive many hours of enjoyment with our local club,
Minnesota Valley R.C., in Shakopee, Minnesota.

My concern is the proposed rule changes that are currently under
consideration by the FCC. The prccccGing is PR DOCKET 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usable frequencies
for model planes, and greatly increase the risk of accidents.

Our present flying field is about 1/2 mile from Valley Fair and
highway 101. Models have up to 10 foot wing spans, and weighing
up to 30 pounds. Pylon planes reach speeds of 170 miles per hour.
The models are expensive to build; but more important, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control.

Since the proposed new frequencies are so c.lose, interference
will occur. I believe this will be death of the hobby for
millions of enthusiast across the United States. It will also



The Honorable Paul Wellstone
2550 University Ave
St. Paul, MN 55117

Dear Senator,
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January 20, 1993

I am Vice President of a local radio control club called the Wright Flyers. We have ab9ut55 members in
our small club. We get together and share the interest of flying model airplanes ~ith the aid of radio

control.

I want to voice my protest and concern regarding a proposed rules change that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). At issue is PR Dock~t 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will impact our club and an estimated 1.8 million other radio control pilots. Our
radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This bantj is currently used for private land mobile
dispatch operations. This current use plan poses no problems because our frequencies are spaced just
far enough apart and have allowed us to share these frequencies without either use interfering with the
other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into a narrower band width
and rearranging the band plan. From what I understand of the 50 frequencies that are presently
available for the use of radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies would be left for our use if
this plan is adopted. A similar situation also occurs with the higher part of the band that is used by radio
controlled cars.

Our club along with many across this nation of ours have hosted various youth organizatio~s including
Cub Scouts, Girl Scouts, grade school classes and have invited kids to come out to local airports for
Adventure Days. This is an exploration of flight put together by the Experimental Aircraft Association
(EM) and local clubs. We invite them to come and get involved with model aviation and fina
productive uses of their time. Our club members have gained great amounts of satisf~ction working
with youth teaching them skills we have learned. We all know what kids can find to do with their idle
time that can be destructive to themselves and others. Neil Armstrong, Senator John Glen and others
in NASA and aviation history have had their roots date back to model aviation. I and everyone I know
feel what we do with these kids at these events is 110% worthwhile.

The FCC's proposed use of these new frequencies is primarily for what is known as pocket pagers. The
72-76MHz band does not allow itself for good voice communications because of its wavelength. To give
you an idea the police radios operate at approximately 150-156 Mhz, your cellular portable phones are
840-890 MHz and Citizens Band (CB) radio is at 27 MHz. CBS, ABC and NBC have shown in many of
their broadcasts what the largest growth in pocket pager sales have been used for, the drug trade. This
growing use is because the drug dealer with a pager gets his page and then uses a coin operated
phone. It is almost impossible to track down or listen into and it is ver.y inexpensive to rent at about
$10.00 or less a month. Motorola, US West and others involved with pocket pagers have been able to
profit a great deal by this increase from the local drug dealers. The traditional pager user such as a
sales person has moved on to cellular phones. I am sure that these large corporations along with local
service prOViders have petitioned the FCC for more frequencies. I don't feel the FCC should deal out
these frequencies for largely an increase of use for illegal purposes at our, the model aviators expense.
We the modelers have used the current frequencies for our enjoyment and a positive impact on our
youth.



I am not going to tell you that all we do with our time is spend it with kids. We spend many hours
constructing our models. Models can be small school yard size that weight a few ounces or have a 10
foot wing span or larger and can weight 40 or 50 pounds. We have invested our hard earned dollars for
the radio control equipment that is safe and interference free to insure that the models we build can be
flown safely without injury to property or others who come out to enjoy our hobby as spectators. I do not
feel and I am sure you will agree after looking into this that we cannot approve these proposed new rules

plan.

Modelers come from all walks of life. Some of our modelers are retired, some are still in grade school.
We have modelers that are physically challenged. Unlike other sports or hobbies model aviation knows
no boundaries.

Our radio transmitters put out only small amount of power. The pager transmitter puts out almost four
times our power. The higher power requires a license for each operator. The FCC has a fee for these
types of transmitters. The FCC tracks the number of this type and knows how many user's there are for
the higher power stations. They only can guess how many modelers there are. I am here to tell you
there are a great number of us. As I said earlier, the estimate is close to 1.8 million with most of us
owning 2 or more radios. This is because we have more than one airplane and it allows us to go to the
flying field and fly more than one. It also provides us more frequency options and allows more than one
aircraft to fly at once.

Senator, I and my fellow pilots are asking you for your help. We need you to put a stop to this plan. I
think that my Jetter to you will be one of many telling of this story that you may not be aware of. Please
contact me below to discuss this further if you desire. I realize by definition that the proposed change
does allow the FCC to license someone other than pagers, but if you look into it I am sure you will find
that the paging companies are the prime benefactors. If the FCC and the pager company lobby feel so
strongly about adding more pager frequencies to further line their pockets, let them look elsewhere. The
aero modelers are doing far more constructive use of these frequencies than what I believe that the
Paging Companies new customers end will be.

Can we count on you? Thank you in advance for your help.

Don Fisher
23129185th St
Big lake, MN 55309
(612) 263-6040
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Senator Paul Wellstone
2550 University Ave. West
st. Paul, MN. 55114

Dear Senator Wellstone:

I am writing to you in regards to a government agency that
seems to believe that it is so under staffed and under funded
that it cannot perform it's function. I am referring to the
Federal Communications Commission.

In my neighborhood there is a young man who is operating
a citizens band radio. He personally causes severe interference
to my telephone and stereo system. I know of one neighbor who
has interference caused to his Television and intercom system.
Yet another Neighbor can't watch channel 2 because of the
interference caused by this individual.

Not only does this person interfere with his neighbor's
electronic equipment, he also uses his radio as a forum to
challenge and insult other CB radio operators to fight. He even
invites them to our neighborhood to do battle with him. This
of course places us all in danger.

One of my neighbors called the F.C.C. and complained. They
sent him a complaint form, which he filled out and returned
to them. After two weeks he followed up with them. He was told
that they did not have adequate funding to enforce any laws
upon the offending party and that they would do nothing.

Today I called the F.C.C. and told them I wished to file
a complaint. The woman that I spoke to said that the F.C.C.
no longer investigates C.B. Radio violations as they have no
funding to do so. When I told them that I was a licensed amateur
radio operator and have a good suspicion that the offender was
using illegal power (transmitter output) she said, and I quote
II We don't care ll

•

When I asked her why it was that the F. C. C. has adequate
funding to track down and violate offending Amateur Radio
Operators, she said that it \vas different and that it was a
matter of policy from Washington.

Senator, if a federal agency is incapable of accomplishing
its function it should either be funded to do so or abolished
all together. I would appreciate any influence you might have
on this agency to get them to do their job.



In these times of economic depression the American people cannot
afford a lame duck agency such as the F.C.C. to exist. We pay
taxes for these services and we deserve more than some government
secretary telling us "We don't care".

~~
Leonard Smith
457 E. Maryland Ave.
st. Paul, MN. (612) 776-8660
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Washington, DC 20510

Deal" Senator Wellstone:

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy
constructing and operation radio-controlled model airplanes.
personally own -.5.- radios, -2- F~/C mc.dels and have a wc'rkshc.p
other products necessary to operation my models.

I
full of

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The~proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the new rule will
gre~tly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
RIC model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
1 iabil i ty.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio-control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the:land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235
replaces Part 90 of the rules with new Part 88. Part 90 allows for
safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing
between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC
enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies
within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use
of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC
aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC
cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will
likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property~ Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and us of the radio control frequencies. If the number
of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of the
radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as
business users of radio, but we have a considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that
must be saved form these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides
many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the



commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for
the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC
has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely,
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